STATE OF MICHIGAN
BUREAU OF ELECTIONS
LANSING

May 23, 2022

STAFF REPORT ON FRAUDULENT NOMINATING PETITIONS

I. Introduction

During review of candidate nominating petiticngomittedfor the August 2, 2022 Primary
Election Bureau of ElectiongBureau)staff identified36 petition circulatorSwho submitted
fraudulentpetition sheets consisting entirely of invalid signatures. All petition sheets submitted
by thesecirculatorsdisplayed suspicious patterns indicative of fraud, and staff reviewing these
signaturesagainst the Qualified Voter File (QVE)d not identify any signatures that appeared to
besubmitted bya registered voteil aken togethetthesecirculators provided nominating
petitionsin at leastlO petition drives During standardetitionreview, staff identifiedthe same
circulators inseveralkets of petitiongor whichat least 2,000 signatures were required to appear
on the ballot, includingandidategor governor circuit judge, and district judge

In total,the Bureau eshatesthat these circulators submittatileas8,000invalid signatures
submittedacrosslO sets of nominating petitiondn several instances, thember of invalid
signaturesubmitted by these circulatongas the reason a candidate hadnasafficient number

of valid signatures. In other instancedjile invalid signaturesver e i denti fi ed i n t
filing, thenumbermwas insufficient tanove the number of signatures below the threshold for

ballot qualification.

Although it is typical forstaff to encounter sonstgnatures of dubious authenticggattered
within nominating petitionghe Bureaus unawaref anotherlection cyclan whichthis many
circulators submitted such a substaniallime offraudulent p&tion sheets consisting of invalid
signaturesnor an instance in whichafffectedas manycandidate petitionas at present.

Because of thpervasivenessf fraudulent petitiorsheets and the fact that sheets submitted by

the same circulators affectetlltiple candidatesstaff have prepareahomnibus report

documenting théetection ofandstaffresponse tahesepetition sheetsThe extent to which

each candi dat e disaffdactad bl these cgculatdisiproportoad to thennumber

and percentage of these circulator she€&ests in
reportexplainshow and when staff identified the fraudulgogtition sheetsthe process

developed t@address the fraudulesheetsandan appendix showingxamples othe practices

these circulatorased tasubmit invalidsignatures

1 See Appendix Il for list of circulators.
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[I. Timeline of Detection andResponse

The Bureau of Electioraccepts filings focandidates seeking election to certafifices in
Michigan Most candidates make their filings in the two weptecedinghe filing deadline. In
2022, thefiling deadlinewasApril 19.2

Given the large number of candidates seekongualify forthe ballot, Bureau staff began to
review nominating petitionatthe end of March, after seveigbernatorial candidates had
submittednominating petitions. During this review, staffticedalarge number of petition
sheetssubmitted by certain circulatqappeared fraudulent and consdéntirely of invalid
signaturesThese petition sheets tendedlisplayat least one ahe following patterns:

T
)l

An unusually large number gpktitionsheets where every signature line was comg)lete
or where every line was completed but one or two lines weresemtasit®

Many sheets showing signsafparenattemptsa ti nit ent i onal 0 si gnatur

including sheets whemn entrflisteda county i n t heldiraibitthy or

to

dater at her than the date* of signing in the 0

An unusually large number pEtition sheets that showed no evidenceayfmal wear

that accompanies circulation, includifajding, scuffing,minor water damage from rain,

or any of the other characteristics that come fstimetdeingkept onclipboardsand
handled by multiple people public oroutdoorconditions

Sheets that aptpaellredota pradtriouedi n whi
passes around sheets with each individual signing one line on each sheet with
handwriting diffeent fr om t he circul atordés handwr
handwriting and signatures appear authentic and received from actual voters
Sheeton whichblank and completed lines were randomly interspeisdd;ating that a
sheet had be eroundt wmlbrnisdchoasd, a sheet whs submitted even
though the roundiabling process had not been complete

Sheets wherall ten lines had signaturesd partial addresses or dates,dnly a random
subset weréully completed;

Sheetn whicheveryinstanceof the handwritingdf certain letters acrosBfferent
signatory lines and sheetacluding in the signatures themselvesswearidentical?

Sets of sheets where ttveo or three distinct handwriting styles appeared on multiple
sheet$

ch

it

2 filN]ominating petitions shall be received by the secretary of state for filing in accordance with this act up to 4 p.m.

of

the fifteenth TuesdMGL1688F)or e t he August primary.

3 Sheets on which every line is completing are relatively uncommon beaftirgrequirement that voters sign
petition sheetsnly with aheadelincludingt he v ot er é6s county of residence.
signatures wilkcollect signatures omultiple sheet$or multiple counties simultaneousiWhen the circulatr has
completed circulation of those sheets, they will often have a handful of entirely completed sheets and a roughly
equivalent number of partially completed she€tee fraudulentpetitioncirculators submittefew sheets wittiewer
than ten signatureand most of the sheets with fewer than ten signatures were the result of signatures crossed out in
black marker rather than any remaining blarfikee crossout signatures appear to attempts to mimadgitimate
circulators crossing off the names of signas determined to be ineligible prior to submission.

4 These errorareuncommorbut sporadicallyobserved on sheessibmitted bytypical circulators.In this case they
appeato be an unsuccessful attempt to mimic the difficulties of collecting sigesattom realndividuals

5 For example, capital "A" and "H" would be identical across all petition sheets for a given circulator.

8 For example, in one clusteaeh sheet would have a distinctive slanted signature, a distinctive |cigivajure,
and a signature that was unusually small.
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Basd on these observations, staff begarotmpare signaturem the petitions to the QVF
During its review against the QVF, staff noticed the following:

1 Discrepancies in the signature appearing o
appearing in the Qualified Voter File;

1 An unusually high number of signatures corresponding to addresses where the voter was
previously but not currently registeredvote;’

1 Anunusually high number of signatures corresponding to formerly registered voters
whose registrations were cancelled because the voter had died months or years prior to
the date of the signatufe;

1 Several errors in the voténsames where the mee on the petitiowas spelled differently
thanthev ot er s 6 r e g i sarwhare themetitioniused thehvetérQ Viki d d | e
nameor a diminutive or nickname;

1 Thejurisdictions listed almost always utilized the mailing address versus the actual
jurisdiction.

After review, staff identifiecdaicross multiple drives numerous circulators that had submitted
fraudulent signatures aradsembld a list of the names of circulators who had signed multiple
petition sheetsonsisting of invalid signature¥hese pters suggest to staff that the fraudulent
circulators were utilizing an outdated mailing list obtained from some soAsalore
nominating petitions were submitted, stadhtinued to identifyfraudulentsheets anduild the

list of circulatorsconsistatly submittingsuchsheets

After the April 19, 2022 filing deadline passed, stafdnned and provided copies of nhominating
petitionsto anyone who had requested copfes much as possible, staff provides copies of all
requested petitions within 24 hours of receiving the requ&sallenges to the sufficiency of
nominating petitions were submitted to the Bureau of Electiorniaiegday April 26.° Some
challenges includklists ofcirculatorswho challengers alleged had submitted fraudulent petition
sheetsManyof the circulators othelistsincluded by challengemsere the same circulators

staff had identified during the initial review of petitiofis.

[ll. Processing Petition Sheets

T h e B ustaadard @pproach pyocessig nominating petitiondiastwo stagesFirst, staff

A f aaviews every petition sheet and signature for facial compliance té@Michigan
ElectionLaw, which includeschecking that the signature header and the circulator certificate
are properlycompletedthateach signature is accompanied byaddress, name, and dateat

7 Many of these voters had moved years prior to the date they allegedly signed the petition sheet. A large number of
out-of-date addresses is often the result of fraudypetition circulators finding ames on outdated voter

registration and mailing lists to add to petition sheets.

8 Similar to the outdated addresses, a high frequency of names of deceased individuals indicates that-fraudulent
petition circulators found names to include on petition steetn outdated voter registration or mailing list.

9 As in every election cycle, in addition to challenges to petition signatures, a number of challenges were made to
the suf fici enAffidavibdf Ideatityor Afiddvit af GaindidécyTheseaffidavit challenges are

resolved by the Secretary of State in her role as the filing official for these candidatess the Secretary of State

does notdeterminehe sufficiency of a cleBdarddfState Gagivassdosmsnon at i ng p et
determing he suf f i ci e nfided affoldvit. or ttaareadon, dtafftdeesd reot address challenges to
affidavitsin staff reports presented to the Board.

10 Somecirculatorswho challengerslaimed to have submitted fraudulg@titionswere reviewed bystaff and

found to be legitimate circulators collecting real signatures. For example, one challengédtedVinton but

staff determinedthdth e si gnat ur es on didhobhapmearfobeforged.i ti ons sheet s
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the city or township in which the signer claimed to reside was in the county written on the
signature headeand other issuagquired for a facially valid sheet or signatudering past

face reviews, the Bureau has identified scattered instances of signatures of dubious authenticity,
and upon review of the signature removed these from theofotalid signatures

At the conclusion of stage offiace review, staffdeterminesiow many signatures habeen
disqualified for facial errorand thecalculates théalance of rmaining potential valid

signatures remainingdf the candidate now has femsignatures than the total required to qualify,
the Bureau will recommend that the Board determine the petitions insufficient. If the candidate
has more signatures remaining than the required number to qualify, the Bureau notes the
difference( t he #ocushi o

In the second stagBureaustaff thenreviewsany chal |l enges t o .lfthee pet i t
number & challenged signatureslarger than the cushion, stgifocessethe challenge and

determing how many of the challenged signatures wakalid. If the number of challenged

signaturess not larger than the cushion, stdffes noprocess the challenge because the cushion

could not be overcomay the challenge (even if all challenged signatures were invalid, the

candidate would still haveneugh signatures to qualify)

After reviewing the challengef the number of potentially valid signatures remaining on the

candi dat eds n dalsbel@avthethreghold required to leerplaced on the ballot

staff recommensithat the Board of State Canvass#tre t er mi ne t he candi dat ed
insufficient If, at the time processing was complete, the number of potentially valid signatures
remai ning on t he c¢ an dsabdoaetthe thesholdreqidro de piacegonp et i t
the ballot, staff recommesd hat t he Board of State Canvasser s
the ballot.

Because, in the past, the number of signatures of dubious authenticity were typically scattered
throughout petitions and relatiyesmall in number, the Bureau has previously not developed a
separate reviewrocedure for fraudulent petition sheets. Instead, the Bureau would review sheets
and signatures individually if identified during face review or during a challétmeever,

beause of the unprecedentedmber of fraudulenpetitionsheets consistent of invalid

signatures identifieduring the initial review of petition sheets submitted this election csole

the fact that the sanfeaudulentpetitioncirculators submitted péitbn sheets for many different
candidates, it was ngtactical to review these sheets individually during the course of ordinary
face review and challenge processing.

Instead staff utilized an additionalstepwithin the processing method described abd®rior to

facereviews t af f r evi ewe d e afar petitiors sigheddyactrcal@taswhae t i t i on
were suspected of submittifiqudulent sheets' Signatures appearing on théssudulentsheets
wereseparated from the remaining petition sheaetseach candidate. To verify that these
fraudulentpetitionsheets did not include sheets or individual signatures that were actually valid
signatures submitted by registered voters, staff condudsedeted signature cheok

11 Additionally, duringthis review staff flagged the names of additional circulators who submitted forged petition
sheets. These additional names were checked and, if they were determined to have submitted a large number of
entirely forged signature sheets, their names werechtilthe list of circulators whose petition sheets were pulled
prior to the facial review.
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signatures acrosmsachcircu | at o r ftorseach taedaates confirm thathesec i r cul at or s 0
submissiongn fact consiste of fraudulent sheets withvalid signatures?

The Bureau determined thdt eeviewedsignaturesappearing on sheets signedtbg
fraudulentpetitioncirculatorswere invalid.After petition sheetsubmittedby thefraudulent
petitioncirculators weredentified, tre number of signatures appearing on those sheets was
totaled and that total was sulmtad from the number of signatures submitted by the candltiate.
the candidate had enough potentially valid signatures to remamagid immediate
disqualification, the petitions were then put through the face reselehallenge process
described atwe.If not, Bureawecommended the Board determine the petitions insufficient.

Staff determined that the fraudulent petition sheets consistgratures that were invalid
because the petitions consistechames of voters who were not registerechanappropriate
jurisdiction or names of valid registered voters withged signaturesStaff were able to

identify fraudulent petition sheetssing a combination of methods. First, staff noted that the
signatures, names, addresses, and dates on mtengyfadudulent sheets were obviously signed
by one or a small number of individualdich can be seen in thépon noticing these

similarities in handwriting, staff began to check individual signatures and voter information
against the Qualified Voter File.

Review showed that significant percentage afleged signatoriesere no longer registered in

the jurisdiction because théyad moved from the address marked on the petition sheet months or
yearsbefore. Review also revealed that a number of the alleged signatoriese gi st r ati ons
cancelled because the individirad died prior to the date of signiridone of thereviewed

signatures appearing on geepetition sheets had redeeming giesldemonstrating a match

when compared with the signature on file.

IV. Remedial Action

The Bureaubs r evi efraudoléntpstitiorogrdulatorshastrasdltedine d by
determinabns that manyandidatediave insufficient petitions for this electicBandidatelevel
determinations are described on the staff report for each can@tkfare also working with

the Michigan Department of Strefdriecilents@f fi ce of
apparent fraud taw enforcement for criminahvestigation

At this point, theBureau does not have reason to believeahgtspecificcandidates or
campaignsvere aware of the activities dhudulentpetitioncirculators The Bureau notes the
preponderance ahedia reportabout the difficulty in securing circulators and signattings

year, given the abundance of petition campaigns nationwide and the continuing lagkeo$am
events'® Reportedly, th@vemgecost of signature gathering rose from $5 to $7 per signature to
$20 per signature. A news article from late 2021 indicates that head of the firm was recruiting
circulators in Floridd* He previouslypled guilty to two counts of election fraud in 20*21n

12f this targetedreviewshowedthata circulatorhadcollectedlegitimate signatureshe circulator was removed

from the list of fraudulenpetition circulatorandsignatures appearing dmatc i r cul at or 6 s peti ti on s
added back into the universe of potentially valid signatures.

13 Soparing signature costs may bar some candidates from making Michigan ballot | Bridge Michigan

14 Man who broke law gathering voter signatures in VA now doing same work in Florida | WFLA

15 Case #: CR11000310 and CR110003160



https://www.bridgemi.com/michigan-government/soaring-signature-costs-may-bar-some-candidates-making-michigan-ballot
https://www.wfla.com/8-on-your-side/man-who-broke-law-gathering-voter-signatures-in-va-now-doing-same-work-in-florida/

which hereportedlyinstructed two individuals to sign as a witness on dozens of petition sheets
filled with signatures they did not collet.

The Bureau does recommend that candidatelsampaigns implement a quality control process

before filingpetitions and to cross out any invalid signatures proper to submiSsRegardless
of the level of review candidates conceeth e f or e submi tting nominati ncg
recommendation to the Board is based on the number of valid sign@imasingafter review.

16 Head of Signature Collection Firm Pleads Guilty | ARLnofrlington, Va. local news
17 See Circulating and Canvassing Countywide Petition Forms (Nominating and Qualifying Petitions), p. 14,
available ahttps://www.michigan.gov/sos/elections/candidates/filing
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Appendix I:Examples of Fraudulent Practices



1. Identical sheets collected for multiple drives

During the canvass, the Bureau was notified via ebyad citizen who indicated thawo

judicial candidatesunning for the same officengaged the same groupficfudulent circulats
staff identified. The email allegebat the pages circulated are nearly identidatch caused
Shelton to not submit the signaturé¥hen comparing the pagbstween the twoandidates
below, they are virtually identicalith the only differences between the two being the name of
the information in the heading:

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE | NOMINATING PETITION e o e i e
(COUNTYWIDE NON-PARTISAN) o St oy Based peathin, pestion, oy s pestion
We, e unchreigned, registered and qualfied vesas o he County of OAKLAND and Etste of Michigen, nominste_____ TR!CIA DARE 170 GREAT PINES DR.
o -__‘_—_-" R I Roulal —
i OXFORD 505 candiis for e oice ot+_CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE / REGULAR TERM ~ NON-IN INCUMBENT POSITION
(Ciy or Township) {Titie of Gilcartarm Expirstion Date) amy)
o b vatad or @t B Primsary Electian to ba hakd on the___ __2ND day of _ AUGUST :; mZ“Z . qgg

WARNING-A PERSON WHO KNOWINGLY SIGNS MORE PETITIDNS FOR THE SAME OFFICE THAN THERE ARE PERSONS TO BE ELECTED TO THE OFFICE, SIGNS A
PETITION MORE THAN ONCE, OR SIGNS A NAME OTHER THAN HIS OR HER OWN IS VIOLATING THE PROVISIONS OF THE MICHIGAN ELECTION LAW.

SIGNATURE i | I"!!‘II_'I"EDNME I BTREEI'IDOP.ESSDR%RALROLI'!E | i MMEOFCI‘I’YDRTO‘WHBHIP ) ZIP CODE _J%
Y | . :\M_M_ S Ceels_ HeH17s 0% 19|12
VN DpeaQude | &\ e\ A AYML, [6%]25129
SIS o Lty Py Lurd AsBN |3 | a51a
e Bl Mﬁww%MﬁM Ipr2B |2 |28|20
| 2 Sheeelch | (O0ide Jade ARl |3 129laa
19&5%5*1/&# Whit Late desetr |2 29 2o
120 Sveendved et | whadancke WERe |2 |aa) 2,
G o |- G SPeeE— FonT e M STy |3 |26)ss
- SR Sled L Ml [5gs Lo .. otged-| bl Leate SBYe |3 35|12
Mﬂ% | fundde reaRey | BUOsCatolVe| ujaderBoh vl [ufdpy |4 [0dka
CERTIFICATE OF CIRCULATOR * / CIRCULA‘I'OR DO NOT SIGN OR DATE -
L st o 1)t f i i e s e R
e e T ot 27 2T

signing a reglsered wioctcr of e Cify of Township indicated proceding e signlure, and th skctcr was qualfied to sign the pedtisn,

o ﬁm,@ =
D e creudator s ot a resicect of ticrigan, the cladkior shal e s cios [ ot check mark [¥1 1 the b pokied 5 .' el /
‘an this pa 15 kel e thes ot be counted by a fiing officl. By making o cross of "
d-ﬁ;mu:'l:‘:bo:wprzidx IInernc‘uﬂnu:r,mmnsMsH‘:kmo(iliﬂlmlxr et of Michigan and agrees o accapt S _, 7 /
et 7y o i e B
persopaly served on the droulator
WARNING-A CIRCULATOR KNOWINGLY MAKING A FALSE STATEMENT IN THE ABOVE CERTIFICATE, A Gy or Towashi, Stis, Zip cum-] —

PERSON NOT A CIRCULATOR WHO SIGNS AS A CIRCULATOR, OR A PERSON WHO SIGNS A NAME OTHER
THAN HIS OR HER OWN AS CIRCULATOR IS GUILTY OF A MISDEMEANOR. {Caunty of Rugisirasis tur vehics 15 ot o Residend of Michigan) o

Pa. 518 1 Dhurter of Elnstors

Tha ancldiln, Excaplone:

INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE | NOMlNATING PETlT]ON

o form iy ummwamm mmmawmmﬂmmmwmmmm
(COUNTYWIDE MONPARTISAN) pesitian, comm, DA position.
e, the untscsigmed, registered and qualified ueters of e Caurdy af Oakland  and Stule of Mishlgen, nominets__ AManda J. Shelton

J (Name of Condidaie)

20285 Coryell Drive ,_ Beverly Hills as & candidats for the offics of # Judge of Cizcuit Court - Regular Term- Nom-Incumbent Positior

tsmmnemnr Rural Route) [CHy or Township) {Tille of Office/ Tarm Explraiicn Dabal}
6th Circuit Court 0 b vl e s Pebmary Elaction o b b on he 20 ) _ dayel_AUQUSL  ap_ 22
TDRricH, IF ]

WARNING - A PERSON WHO KNOWINGLY SIGNS MORE PETITIONS FOR THE SAME OFFICE THAN THERE ARE PERSONS TO BE ELECTED TO THE OFFICE, SIGNS
A PETITION MOHE 'THAN ONCE, OR SIGNS A NAME (}THER THAN HIS OR HER OWN IS VIOLATING THE PROVISIONS OF THE MICHIGAN ELECTION LAW.

I sum;n;su“ Printed Narve  Street Addrass or Rural Rouls Ham of City or Township Zip Coce %
< U‘C; |
Sunne Yenck s H3b8 Teac] | Sweck o cede. MBS iRl
o Ve A6 VOB e\ IONALNVAS S PNELE S VRIZAE) i1
i Bem e qﬁ%mww Lk Rl | (rysorid A527] | 3 agdaal
Ao bl | 3 LWt iambury €% | L oA fperel fBB | 225022
_ Wrek | lShohue W | Idwde fake A0 |D 38
: 7 It flrc e 18D Stuamnmitlfecrtt | phite _ledee 4B | T Dgl2al
r Saher—| AL 120 Rlaghn~ VB0 Suwmirgen b e Ledie Hisle | = (25022l
Vil .0 ot T gt EHARBONEA™| g 2 v | TaiAeme Ysrpe |y 5 |28
@@iﬂ% D T e Y, Y e Wbt Laadde | o |3 5[0
L ?MJ*W“} Porela ees Rery | €405 . ass Loke hjokeeofd, Wi [U¥ngY |3 12920
IHCUUIT R — DO NOT SIGN OR DATE
The uncarsigeed croulator of the sbove petiiion EEELFLCRTE OchlncgoLﬁI:ouﬂnd a Uniled Status cliizan; that cach signatur an AJNTIL AFTER CIRCULATING PETITION.
the peftlon wes signed In his l:rhﬂp(weneo Ihm fiz i sb hinss e finar ssused nor permited a person 1o sign the pedilion mare than cnoe and has no j ! ) .
the parsan puporing mulgn?'hu pedtion, ﬂ'npmn umr ’ui‘&".?u‘é’n".'.’..ﬂ'n’:"uﬁ?ﬂ.n. signing = raglsinrnd alector of the Cily or T‘r’:rmpmncnlnd 'ﬁé - {Daty
pracading the signefura, and e slacior wes qualfiad i slgn he petitlon.
u Wtho nbrulmmh natn rnddnnln‘Mnhlgln.lhu airoulator shall make 8 eross [¥] or chack mark [v] In tha bow peodted, ctheratan anch signabura an
dmu.mramm s e she It ot & reedion uu&gﬂﬁ:%m?ﬂ% Aol i mmwm mmm"‘ew pmdm b mi%“?ﬂ el rag‘ural Foute]] - [Bo net enter & poal oliice box]
Tvaating e congsma a petilkan sheet axeculad Ty he ciroulalor and apness el gal procsss wvsd cnma Smlmasrma wad evslnnmed agertal &7 é, m;!‘ ’2
o Sokretaly of 8 s the 84 eoct &  porecrly Sanrue o ths SHOLKMOL Gy of Toanship, Slate, ZipCods)

'WARNING - A CIRCULATOR KNOWINGLY MAKING A FALSE STATEMENT IN THE ABOVE CERTIFICATE, e —— R
A PERSON NOT A CIRCULATOR WHO SIGNS AS A CIRCULATOR, OR A PERSON WHO SIGNS ﬁ Tcounly of Reglatrallon, If Reglsbered io Vabe, of a Circulator wha 18 not & Realdent of Michigan]

NAME OTHER THAN HIS OR HER OWN AS CIRCULATOR IS GUILTY OF A MISDEMEANOR. . £y, Form Apprownd by the Dirmaiar of Execlions, Stale of Michigan
ww PrindngSystema.ue (B00) 8512345 (R 1019 FORM #4086




(Coninued: virtually identical petition sheetsbmittedoy the same circulator in the same order
for two different candidates in the same race.)

[INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE | NOMINATING PET|T|0N = Sy oy e T

pesition, commeniy ¥

{COUNTYWIDE NON-PARTISAN) o
Ve, the undersignes, registered and qualfied volers of € Gounly-of OAKLAND , s Stale of Michigan, nominate TR'EE:'PAHRE . 170 E‘EE::;.EL!‘REE E.E.
OXFORD s 5 canaitata for e oxice or-_CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE / REGULAR TERM — NON-NCUMBENT POSITION
T Gty or Townenipl ) - TTilka of OfficalTerm Expiration Date] i08 TDlstrict, Hany)
10 b vated for ot the Primary Election 2ND iy ef AUGUST w22

WARNING-A PERSON WHO KNOWINGLY SIGNS MORE PETITIONS FOR THE SAME OFFICE THAN THERE ARE PERSONS TO BE ELECTED TO THE OFFICE, SIGNS A
PETITION MORE THAN ONCE, OR SIGNS A NAME OTHER THAN HIS OR HER OWN IS VIOLATING THE PRGWSIDNS OF THE MICHIGAN ELECTION I.AW

SIGHATURE PRINTED NAME STREET ADDRESS OR RURAL ROUTE NM\E OF CITY OR TUWNSHP ZIP CODE

o L — |

] 5|
A ol | Fnnide . L) 1S P
2/
b

DATE OIF SIGNING
WO DAY

-
DD
Liza e 140 OReson R | UWtecontd 4329 | 3 B0
| R Pmasinpl Teffsatens |37 |3 %
1 ' Z
23

=N

22

E/ ;zm:v&a iestic | Lommncrie Rp WAL | > g
ES

z?/«m%nﬁa/__ ﬁg%& Ih ke Hr A2

1754 L | A A EET LRI

— .. 2 27 Y B2 T ZX@
CERTIFICATE OF CIRCULATOR

Thes undursigned circulilor of the skovs pallfien xaserts that ho or she |s 18 years of ege or cider and o Urited Steas citizen, St suth
signature 2n iz pafifon wag.sigrec i bis o e prassncs; hal ha o sha has nalther ausad ror permitad a parson to sign Hu: paliicn
mare Ihan ance and has na h—medgeu‘g::rsuua ning the pelifion more fean ancs; and that, o his or her beal Fnawfedge and bel
wach slgnature fa e gemuing signare of ha person purparing to sign te petition, $m person signing the peifon wis ~t o e of
Bigring a registerad sleciar of te City or an eship indicatod praceding the signature, and the elector was qua ified 1o sign the petifion.

%W

0 i the crouiator is not s rmsidant of chigan, #w creduler shafl masn @ oross [X] o check mark (] in the box proveed,  [Eriimd tiasn of CEET
oliwratiss anch signature on this pardtion sheat is invalid and the signatures will net be counled by & [ing official By maiing A eross or

chack mark in the bax provided, the undensigned ciroulator assars umhe o she i nol @ resident of Michigan and agrees fo acoapk e
Jurisdiction of this state for the purposs H( any legal procesding of hearing $hat concems @ petition sheet excculzd by e creulaior idence Addross m and umharur ral nw"]l‘ [Da mat antar a post office box]

and sgrees that legal procass served on e Secrstary of State o 8 dwuw agenl of Tha Bacralary of Stala has tha same offect as

parsonally sersed on e crooator o
WARNING-A CIRCULATOR KNOWINGLY MAKING A FALSE STATEMENT IN THE ABOVE CERTIFICATE, A —MHW or Tovinahlp, S7ate, Zp Cedal

PERSON NOT A CIRCULATOR WHO SIGNS AS A CIRGULATOR, OR A PERSON WHO SIGNS A NAME OTHER - -

THAN HIS OR HER COWN AS CIRCULATOR IS GUILTY OF A MISDEMEAMNOR. {Gaunty of Registat 10 Volo, ol  Girculatar Wh 5 131 Residant of Michigan]

Fembi. I |

[ INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE | NOM|N ATING PETITION Tro o’ aifon orm may Excogtions:
(COUN IDE NONPARTISAN]) I;:;mumlvﬂy ol b uzad wamnddmawm seaky a school b pomh'\ mm?at
Wie, the undersignad, registared and qualiied vaters ofthe Coungy ol ____ DBk land . nd Blale of Michigan, nominata___ BManda J. Shelton
. {Name of Candidate)
20285 Coryell Drive ,_Beverly Hills o sncondidaletor the ofica of * Judge of Circuit Court - Regular Ters- Kon-Incumbent Posjtier
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2. Signatures from voters who have been canceled have not lived at the address on
the petition for years.

Through its review, staff identified a numberfifudulent signatures that were purported to be
from voters who had been cancelétbters were canceled for a varietireasons which



included moving out of state and deaBeveral signatures also listed an address where the voter
has not resided fromt least one to eight years prior to signing.

quyvn pepltlon sheet 1435, line 6: moved from address listed in 2014.
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Brown petition sheet 1291, line 10: died in 2019.
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Brown petition sheet 1515, Ilne 6: died in 2019
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Brown petitionsheet 1515, fie 9: diedin2021.
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Brown etition sheet 1521, line 9: movér:bm this addresm 2014.
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Brown petltlon sheet 1506, line 5: died in 2020.
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Markeypetltlon sheet 1274, line Hied 1/2022
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Johnson petition she€02, line 6: moved from this address in 2021. 7
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Johnson petition she2068, I|ne 2: canceled.
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Malone petition sheet 207, line 8: canceled 2021.
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Malone petition sheet 9, line 8: died in 2020. - -
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Malone petition sheet 418, lines 3 and 9: canceled. _
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Brandenburg petition sheet 233, line 4: died in 2016.
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3. Signatures where the votefs namewas misspelledr utilized an uncommon
abbreviation

Insomecases he voterds name i s misspel |bbodkforteei t her
vot er 6 s pTheputpatdd nanee ofa registered voter being misspelled is an indicator

of fraud Although signatures do not need to be legible tadsepteda large number of petition

sheets across multiple drsveontained errors which the proffered signature appears to have a
different spelling than the printed naman indicator of fraud.
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Johnson petition sheet 2626, | ine 3ignsheot er 0s
name as fAVicki o but prints it as #AViki.o
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Malone petition sheet97, line 4: vo

er 6s name signatBe andgprinted rame b ut
indicate fABryan Lee.c
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An additional anomalys the use of a first name and lastial as a signature. Using a first initial
and last name (for example, J. Smith) is not uncommon; the inverse (Johra&) is

Nonetheless, this unusual combination was included throughout the fraudulent petition sheets
including the below examples:

Brown petition sheet 31, line 3:

Brown petition sheet 1796, lines 6 and 8:

Brown petition sheet 2197, line 10:

Brown petition sheet 2295, line 2:

Brown petition sheet 652, line 3:

Markey petition sheet 1274, linesénd 6:

Johnson petition she602, line 6:

Johnson petition sheet 731, line 8:

Johnson petition she4043, line 7:

4. Misspellings in other fields ormischaracterizations of jurisdictions

In some cases,tbeame of t he v o street vias spelledwiorsgdor tieetjurisolictiono r
was mischaracterized. For example, Bloomfield Hills was often written as Bloomfield

Johnson petition sheet 735, line 8: voter lives on Crossbridge Dr. in Holly and the petition sheet
indicatesiCrossires Ir. i fiHoly.0
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